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2/3 of ?i or 2 f 9 = c 18 As in the Recta. 
s 
- - 
2/3 of or 2 f 15 = 10 30 As in the Recta. 
- 
2/3 of ? or 2 f 21 = 14 42 As in the Recta. 
2/3 of 9 or 2 t 27 = 18 54 As in the Recta. 
- 
2/3 of ii or 2 t 33 = 22 66 As in the Recta. 
etc. etc. etc. 
2/3 of 33 or 2 I 99 = 66 198 As in the Recta. 
I have made no comments regarding Appendix A. This is 
because it was Professor C. L. Hamblin, School of Philosophy, 
University of N.S.W., who programmed the KDF-9 computer of 
Sydney University, and supervised the production of the results, 
in 1971. I have sent a photostat copy of the article by MB 
and YS to Professor Hamblin, suggesting he may care to make 
some comments. 
ADDENDUM 
Although MB and YS have quoted in their comments, the 
whole of page 68 of my book which deals with 2/95, it does not 
appear that they gave attention to the footnote on that page, 
which though brief, is important regarding the expression of 
2/95 as the sum of two unit fractions, instead of three unit 
fractions. In chapter 9, I deal with the EMLR papyrus which is 
associated with the RMP, and which consists entirely of a 
series of equalities of unit fractions, in common use among the 
scribes. Line 18 of the EMLR gives, 
- 
EMLR, line 18, 30 45 90 = 15 a standard equality, 
so that we have, (ii? 15) 30= s on division by 3. 
Lines 1,2,3 give us, 6 30= !? so that clearly, 
the equality, 10 E= 6 is simply derived. 
- 
Multiply by 2, and, 20 30 = 12 is obtained, and then, 
Multiply by 19, so that, 380 
- - 
570 = 228 is the equality sought. 
It thus becomes clear toz, that writing, 2/95 = (60 228), 
instead of, 2/95 = (60 380 570), was really a simple step for 
the scribe, which was either an accidental ommission, or merely 
a fault of memory. We shall never know! But from this single 
fault in the whole of the Recta, we have surely learned something 
of the scribe's methods of constructing it. 
For the last three multiples of 2, namely 2/65, 2/85, 2/95, 
the scribe could simply take 2/S = (3 z), and multiply by 13, 
17, 19, obtaining, 2/65 = (3 i%), 2/85 = (3 ?%), and 
2/95 = (5 285). Since 75 is a multiple of 3, 2/75 has already 
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been treated from 2/3 = (? 6) multiplied by 25, giving 2/75 = 
(50 150). For 2 divided by 65, 85 and 95, all the unit fractions 
are odd numbers which the scribe tries to avoid. This he cannot 
conveniently do with 65 and 85, but he sees a chance with 95, 
by observing that, 2/19 = (12 76 114), so that multiplying by -- 
5, he has, 2195 = (66 380 570). And with this set of even 
numbers he apparently was satisfied&o that it was here, like 
Homer, he "nodded", not replacing (380 570), by 228. 
PROJECTS 
This department welcomes brief notes and article-length 
manuscripts. The former may include announcements of contempla- 
ted or ongoing projects, information on doctoral theses in 
progress or completed (writer, title, institution, supervisor, 
and available information on completion time), proposals and 
questions, and requests for assistance. Annoucements of indi- 
vidual research projects, including theses, are very important 
to avoid awkward and wasteful duplication of effort. Articles 
will ordinarily describe projected, in process, or completed 
large-scale projects involving one or several scholars and 
should follow the same standards as other articles. They will 
be abstracted and indexed like other articles, and authors will 
be supplied with free reprints. 
HISTORY OF COMBINATORICS 
Norman L. Biggs, E. Keith Lloyd and Robin J. Wilson have 
recently signed a contract with Oxford University Press for a 
book on the history of combinatorics. The plan for the book 
is similar to that of their previous book Graph Theory 1736- 
1936 (reviewed by Frank Harary, HM 4 (1977), 480-481), but 
because of the more extensive nature of the subject, the 
combinatorics book will have to be more selective than the 
graph theory book. Although the main period to be covered will 
probably be 1650-1950 a preliminary chapter will sketch earlier 
developments. 
Readers who have details of little known material relevant 
to this project are invited to write to E. Keith Lloyd, Faculty 
of Mathematical Studies, The University, Southampton, England 
SO9 5NH. 
